HAMPDEN AND  SHIP-MONEY
the particular writ under which his client was
charged had been issued in conformity with the law of
England.
In the King, he went on to say, there was vested a
two-fold power, the one operating through his private
counsels, the other under the jurisdiction of the Law
Courts.   The King, in other words, was the fountain
of bounty and the fountain of justice, but, added St.
John, in neither of these functions could he act on his
sole prerogative.   As to bounty, for example, no grant
of lands from the King was valid except by Letters
Patent, and moreover Letters Patent drawn in terms
prescribed by the law.    Similarly, in the matter of
justice, while it admittedly flowed from the fountain
head which was the King, * Yet it must run in certain
and known channels/ that was to say, through the
Assize   and   other   courts.     From   this   admirably
arranged    argument,   St. John    made   a   brilliant
development, asserting that of these courts, by which
alone the King could dispense justice in the realm,
the most important, as it was the most extensive in its
powers, was Parliament.   Here again the court owed
its being to the King.   c It is his Majesty that gives
life and being to that, for he only summons, continues,
and dissolves it, and he by his Le-volt enlivens all the
actions of it.3   Parliament, in fact, was, with a special
significance, the King's Court.   And in much of the
business of the country the King could not without
its assistance * communicate either his justice or power
unto his subjects,5   He cited the declaration of Henry
VIII, in which the King had said, c Further we be
informed by our judges, that we at no time stand so
highly in our Estate Royal as in time of Parliament,
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